Herbert Rowse Armstrong.
Sir H. Curtis Bennett
of possibility, that if you take the ordinary chances, the case that
Mrs. Armstrong took this poison herself is an infinitely stronger
one than the case which is made against Major Armstrong. It is
not necessary for me to satisfy you that if she took it she took it
intending to commit suicide; but I am going to submit on the
facts which have been already proved in this case, when going into
the case for the defence, that the probability that she did so take
it is very much greater than the case which is made against Major
Armstrong.
Just two other matters before I deal with the facts. This
case, as you, I am sure, will have appreciated, has been worked
backwards from the post-mortem; everybody has become extra-
ordinarily wise. The whole case which is 'made against Major
Armstrong is based upon the finding of arsenic in the body of Mrs.
Armstrong, and then working backwards and saying, cc Look what
that means; what a suspicious thing that means; right away back
to August, 1920*" That is how the case is started, and in my
submission to you it is founded upon a falsity. The whole of the
case for the prosecution, remember, is this, that until September,
1920, Mrs. Armstrong had never suffered from what has been called
peripheral neuritis or multiple neuritis, which really means, as
you know quite well, neuritis in different parts of your body, all
over your body. That has been their case. If that case is
founded upon a falsity you will look very carefully at the whole
of the rest of it. Just let us see what the facts are that have
been proved. Major Armstrong (I am not going through hia
career with you at all) is a gentleman who had, as the Attorney-
General said, made for himself a position of which he could be
proud, a gentleman against whom nothing was ever said until Mr.
Martin started to say it; a gentleman who was married to his wife
in 1907; and you will agree the whole of the evidence shows his
living on terms of affection with his wife right up to August, 1920,
when she went to the asylum. He was the last person one would
suspect of poisoning his wife. There is no history here, such as
you get bo often, of a miserable married life, years of misery;
motive the strongest to get rid of a person whom the man may
think is the cause of that misery. But the whole of the history
from 1907 up to August, 1920, is precisely the other way, and you
start in this case with the fact that they were a devoted couple;
everybody says so. Put a man in the (lock and charge him with
murder, then everything he does becomes of a auspicious nature.
They say, " Ah, he used to go up to his wife's bedroom in the
evening before she went to sleep; what a suspicious* thing "—
because he is in the dock charged with murder. That would give
him an opportunity of administering the arsenic. Fortunately,
twelve men of common sense are not going to deal with matter*
In that way. If he had not gone up to his wife's room, then it
would have been said by the prosecution, " Yes, he may have been
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